The treatise VI.6 [34] "On Numbers" (1tEPl. apt91l&v) of the Enneads is dedicated to the consideration of the place and the ontological status of number in the whole structure of being and thinking, the number as mediating between the original unity of the One and the multiplicity of the infinite. I Plotinus dedicates V.5.4-5 (a part ofthe "Großschrift" (III.8; V.8; V.5; 11.9) which immediately precedes Enn. VI.6) to the consideration ofthe One in its relation to number, outlining the main questions on the structure ofthe number, as ifpostponing their solution to a later point. In the Enn. VI.6 we do not find however any discussion specially dedicated to the problem of the constitution of number as such. The question remains explicitly not resolved, neither in V.5 nor in V1.6: Plotinus skips it, leaving the problem without a final definitive answer. In the present paper I undertake an attempt to reconstruct the constitution, derivation and construction of number in Plotinus in its various representations, recurring to the hints Plotinus provides in his texts. The "foundations of arithmetic" I understand here in the sense of Frege, as a comprehensive study of number in its different aspects and in its specific constitution qua number. 2 Plotinus discems between what he calls essential number (ouO'tmollC; apt91l0C;) and quantitative or monadic number (1l0VUOtKOC;, 'tou 1tOO'OU).3 The latter is the image (etO (()A,ov) 
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